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1. PURPOSE. Thisadvisory circular (AC) provides guidelines that may be used by industry during its
development and revision of the initiadl minimum scheduled maintenance/inspection requirements for derivative
or newly type-certificated transport category aircraft and powerplants for submittal to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) for approval. These initial minimum schedul ed maintenance/inspection requirements
are referred to in this AC as the Maintenance Review Board Report (MRBR). The requirements, after approval
by the FAA, become a base or framework around which each air carrier developsits own individual mainte-
nance program.

NOTE: Mandatory terms used in this AC, such as “must,” and “shall,” are used only in the sense of
ensuring the applicability of these particular methods of compliance when the acceptable means of compliance
described herein is used. This AC does not change regulatory requirements and does not authorize changes
in, or deviations from, regulatory requirements.

2. CANCELLATION. AC 121-22, Maintenance Review Board, dated January 12, 1977, is cancelled.

3. RELATED REGULATIONS. Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations (14 CFR) parts 21, 23,

25,27, 29, 33, 35, 121, 135; §§ 21.50, 23.1529, 25571, 25.1309, 25.1529, 27.1529, 29.1529, 33.4, 354,
121.25,121.45, and 135.11.

4, RELATED READING MATERIAL. Airline/Manufacturer Maintenance Program Development Docu-
ment, MSG-3, Revision 2, may be obtained from the Air Transport Association of America (ATA), at
[-800-497-3326, ext. 950 (U.S. and Canada), 410-490-7951, ext. 950 (overseas), or FAX: 410-206-9789.

%C@%

Thomas C. Accardi
Director, Flight Standards Service
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CHAPTER 1. GENERAL

1. BACKGROUND. The development of maintenance programs has along history dating back to Aero-
nautical Bulletin 7E of May 15, 1930. The process of devel oping maintenance programs for new aircraft
and powerplants has evolved from one in which each air carrier proposed its own unigque program to one
in which the FAA and industry work together to develop the initid minimum scheduled maintenance/inspection
requirements for new aircraft and/or powerplants. Early experience in the development of initial scheduled
maintenance/inspection requirements revealed that a program of effective maintenance tasks could be developed
through the use of logical analysis and decision processes. In 1968, a maintenance requirements decision

and analysis|ogic was developed by an industry team called the Maintenance Steering Group-1st Task Force
(MSG-1).

a MSG-1. MSG-1 procedures were used by the FAA and industry to develop the initial minimum
scheduled maintenance/inspection recommendations for the B-747 aircraft and its powerplants. A later task
force utilized the experience gained on the B-747 project to update the MSG-1 procedures so that a universal
document could be applicable for future newly type-certificated aircraft and/or powerplants. This document
was called the Maintenance Steering Group-2nd Task Force (MSG-2) document.

b. MSG-2. MSG-2 procedures were used to develop the initial minimum scheduled maintenance/
inspection recommendations for aircraft/powerplants of the 1970’s. In 1980, the combined efforts of the
FAA, the Air Transport Association of America(ATA), U.S. and European aircraft and engine manufacturers,
and U.S. and foreign airlines generated new decision logic and analysis procedures contained in a new document
called Maintenance Steering Group-3rd Task Force (MSG-3).

c. MSG-3. 1n 1987, after using MSG-3 analysis procedures on a number of new aircraft and power-
plants in the first half of the 1980’s, the airline industry decided that the benefits of the experience gained
during those years should be used to improve the document for future applications. Thus, Revision 1 to
MSG-3wasdevel oped.

d. MSG-3RI. The FAA and industry have been using MSG-3RI since 1988 for the development
of current and future aircraft and powerplant MRBR's.

e. MSG-3R2. The FAA and industry have been using MSG-3R2 since 1993 for current and future
arcraft and powerplant MRBR's.

2. MAINTENANCE REVIEW BOARD REPORT.

a. AnMRBRIisprepared for aircraft intended for air carrier use according to the following guidelines.
An MRBR is normally not prepared for transport category aircraft having a maximum certificated takeoff
weight of 12,500 pounds or less. For transport category aircraft having amaximum certificated takeoff weight
of more than 12,500 pounds but not more than 33,000 pounds, a Maintenance Review Board (MRB) is
sometimes convened and an MRBR generated. However, for transport category aircraft of more than 33,000
pounds maximum certificated takeoff weight, an MRB is normally convened and an MRBR generated as
an expeditious means of complying in part with the maintenance instruction regquirements of Appendix H
to 14 CFR part 25. It isameans, in part, of developing Instructions for Continued Airworthiness, as required
by § 25.1529.

b. An MRBR contains the initidl minimum scheduled maintenance/inspection requirements for a particu-
lar transport category aircraft and on-wing engine program, but does not establish off-wing engine maintenance
programs required by the Regulations. It should be developed in accordance with these guidelines and is
not to be confused with, or thought of, as a maintenance program. After approva by the FAA, the requirements
become a base or framework around which each air carrier developsits own individual maintenance program.
Although maintenance programs vary widely from one air carrier to another, the initial requirements for
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aparticular type of aircraft will be the samefor all. An air carrier’ stotal maintenance program (methods
used to implement these requirements) must be approved by the FAA through operations specifications.

3. DOCUMENT TIME DELIVERY GUIDELINES. Thetimeallotmentsfor delivery and return of the
various documents mentioned in this AC are intended to be used as a general guide. These allotments have
been included as an approximation of the time needed by the various groups to process the material.

4. INSTRUCTIONS FOR CONTINUED AIRWORTHINESS. A flow chart, outlining the relationships
between the various documents, including the MRBR, involved in the creation of the Instructions for Continued
Airworthiness, is contained in Appendix 3a.

5.-10. RESERVED.
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CHAPTER 2. INDUSTRY PARTICIPATION

11. GENERAL. The most recent logic process should be used for the development of MRBR's. Although
MRBR'’ swere once devel oped by combiningMSG-2 and M SG-3 analysis procedures, this method has proved
to be impractical today. And since many problems have been identified from using this method, the FAA
has responded with a policy stating that the latest MSG analysis procedures must be used for the development
of MRBR’s for al new or derivative aircraft. This policy, however, will be implemented on a case-by-
case basis.

12. INDUSTRY STEERING COMMITTEE (1SC). The ISC membership should comprise representa-
tives from aircraft, engine, propeller, and appliance manufacturers and intended air carriers. The ISC’s role
isto develop and establish policy with regard to procedural matters for the development of the proposed
MRBR, to direct the activities of the working groups (WG), and to prepare the MRBR proposal. It is aso
the function and responsibility of the ISC, under the direction of the 1SC Chairperson, to perform the following
functions:

a. Determine the number and type of WG’s that will be necessary, and then organize those groups.

b. Providethe MRB Chairperson with alist of the various types of WG’s, the name and affiliation
of each WG member, and any changes as they occur.

c. Develop and approvethe Policy and Procedures Handbook (PPH) and forward it to the manufacturer
for review and for transmittal to the MRB Chairperson. Further comments devel oped through this review
process will be directed to the manufacturer by the FAA. (Guidance to be used during development can
be found in Appendix 1).

d. Arrangefor necessary technical and MSG-3 training of all ISC and WG membersand FAA advisors.
e. Invite the MRB Chairperson and selected MRB members to ISC meetings.

f.  Invite other regulatory authorities to 1SC meetings, with coordination of the MRB Chairperson.

g. Attend MRB meetings.

h. Review al WG analyses and presentations.

I.  ldentify ISC changes to WG proposals in the ISC meeting minutes.

j. Provide supporting technical data/anaysis for the proposed MRBR.

k. Document and present the proposed MRBR to the manufacturer.

1. Review and provide comments on proposed revisions to the MRBR.

13. WORKING GROUPS. WG’s areto comprise representatives of the manufacturer and the purchaser/
air carrier and should be chaired by an industry representative appointed by the ISC. The MRB Chairperson
should assign FAA personnel to act as advisors to each WG. FAA WG advisors should include staff from
FAA engineering/design certification branches aswell as appropriate personnel from AFS. WG’ srespensibil-
ities include the following functions:

a.  Developinitial minimum schedul ed maintenance/inspection requirements for new or derivative air-
craft using the latest revision of the MSG-3 process.

b. Establish sampling requirements when MSG-3 analysis determines that such sampling is applicable
and effective in the identification of the cause of failure. These failures could have an adverse effect on
the continued airworthiness or safety of the aircraft.
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14, MANUFACTURER. The manufacturer should perform the following functions:
a. Receve the draft PPH from the ISC, and after review, transmit it to the MRB Chairperson.
b. Provide genera familiarization training for the MRB, ISC, and WG’s.

c. Provide the ISC with an initia list of Maintenance Significant Items (MSI) and Structural Significant
Items (SSI), with sufficient data to support the reason each item was selected.

d. Provideindustry WG’s with sufficient technical datato support the analysis of MSI’s and SST’s
in atimely and adequate fashion.

e. Provide the ISC and appropriate WG’s (in a timely manner) with information concerning certification
issues and resolutions regarding proposed tasks originating from the certification process, such as airworthiness
limitation items or certification maintenance requirements (CMR).

f. Ensure that the manufacturer’ s manual (s) contain(s) information covering the on-aircraft systems/
powerplant tasks listed in the FAA MRBR.

g. Participate in ISC and WG activities.
h.  Submit the MRBR Proposal to the MRB Chairperson at least 90 days prior to scheduled approval.

For engines where discretionary sampling/analytical inspections are conducted by a manufacturer/air carrier,
on an opportunity basis, the following procedures apply:

(1) The manufacturer/air carrier shall notify the regulatory authority, in atimely manner, of the
time and place of the inspection, in order to permit regulatory authority participation. When regulatory authority
attendance is not possible, the manufacturer/air carrier must provide a copy of the inspection report to the
regulatory authority.

(2) Subsequent to the first three inspections of the complete product or modules after introduction
into service, further regulatory authority participation will be determined on a case-by-case basis on technical
issues only.

NOTE: TheFlight Standar ds office responsible for coordinating FAA attendance at powerplant/auxiliary
power unit (APU) opportunity inspections will be the Manager, Aircraft Evaluation Group, BOS-AEG.

15.-25. RESERVED.
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CHAPTER 3. FAA PARTICIPATION

26. GENERAL. This AC is designed around the maintenance/inspection development concepts embodied
in MSG-3, asrevised. To accomplish the development of an MRBR proposal in an orderly manner, the
FAA should establish an MRB and select WG advisors, as described in this chapter. When the aircraft
manufacturer formally notifies the Aircraft Evaluation Group (AEG) manager of the controlling FAA direc-
torate of its intention to develop an MRB proposal, the AEG manager will assign a qualified person as
MRB Chairperson to manage the MRB for the FAA. MRB members are to be selected by the MRB Chairperson
with Washington Headquarters, AFS-330 concurrence. MRB member(s) assigned to engine and propeller
WG’s will be selected by the Manager, Aircraft Evaluation Group, BOS-AEG, in coordination with the
MRB Chairperson.

27. MAINTENANCE REVIEW BOARD. The MRB supports the development of an industry proposal
or report containing the initial minimum scheduled maintenance/inspection requirements for a derivative or
newly type-certificated transport category aircraft and its powerplants. The MRB aso acts on the MRBR
proposal or revision IAW these procedures. The MRB should include qualified FAA Flight Standards inspector
personnel and engineering representatives from the controlling FAA directorate, as members to the board.
The MRB Chairperson shall assign MRB members to work as advisors to the industry WG’s. It is aso
the function and responsibility of the MRB, under the direction and management of the MRB Chairperson,
to perform the following functions:

a. Determine the number and type of FAA personnel that are necessary, and then organize them.

b. Provide the ISC Chairperson with a list of FAA personnel names, their affiliations, assignments,
and changes as they occur.

c. Invite other authorities, in coordination with the AEG manager and the aircraft manufacturer, to
participate in the MRB, and coordinate the activities of other regulatory authorities through their representatives.

d. Obtain letters of confirmation between the FAA and each participating regulatory authority, and
inform the ISC Chairperson of participating regulatory authorities.

e. Establish and maintain afile of all MRB proceedings for the MRB historical file.
f. Establish the extent of regulatory authority participation and assignment of WG advisors.

g. Brief other regulatory authoritiesregarding MRB policy and procedures before and during the MRB
process.

h. Accept the PPH, following a review by participating regulatory authorities, within 30 days of receipt.
I. Coordinate all MRB activities and associated matters with the ISC Chairperson.

j. Ensurethat the manufacturer providesthe necessary technical and MSG-3 training to MRB members
and WG advisors.

k. Attend ISC mestings.

1. Ensure that the appropriate regulatory authority is in attendance at al WG meetings.
m. Offer advice to the ISC and the WG’s.
n. Invite the ISC Chairperson and selected ISC members to the MRB meetings.
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0. Review reports from previous | SC meetings (if applicable) and from the WG members.
p. Discuss potentia problem areas and controversy with other regulatory authority management.
g. Approve the MRBR, and revisions, IAW established MRBR and revision procedures.
28. MRB MEMBERS. MRB members are expected to perform the following functions:
a. Provide guidance to the FAA WG advisors and WG members.
b. Direct FAA WG advisors in assigned WG.
c. Attend MRB mestings.
d. Attend ISC meetings, asinvited by the ISC Chairperson.

e. Review WG meeting minutes and provide progress reports to the MRB Chairperson before the
next scheduled ISC meeting. This review will contain an assessment of WG activities, including a notification
of any controversy for potential problem aress.

29. FAA WG ADVISORS. FAA WG advisors are expected to perform the following functions:
a. Attend WG meetings and provide advice to the WG members.
b. Attend MRB meetings.

c. Provide progress reports to the MRB member assigned to the WG before the next scheduled ISC
meeting. This report will contain an assessment of WG activities, including notification of any controversy
or potential problem areas.

NOTE: FAA WG advisors must include FAA engineering/design certification staff.

30. OTHER REGULATORY AUTHORITIES. Other regulatory authorities normally will perform the
following functions:

a. Participate in the MRB and/or WG activities, as provided by the letter of confirmation between
the regulatory authority and the FAA.

b. Attend ISC meetings by invitation from the ISC Chairperson and concurrence of the MRB Chair-
person.

c. Notify thelSC Chairperson, viathe MRB Chairperson, of any national regulatory differences before
compiling the MRBR proposal.

d. Acknowledge approva of the MRBR in the manner outlined in the letter of confirmation, and
in the PPH.

e. Review WG meeting minutes and provide, to the MRB Chairperson, an assessment or notification
of any controversial or potential problem areas before the next scheduled |SC meeting.

NOTE 1: If multipleregulatory authority participation isrequired, it should be conducted through
the use of common standards and joint authority representation.

NOTE 2: When the role of the host authority is limited due to the lack of personnd or other reasons,
the MRB Chairperson may seek more involvement of other regulatory authorities as MRB members/
WG advisors.

NOTE 3: Generic terms or terminology should be used when dealing with various regulatory operating
rule requirements (for example, “Regulations or other national regulatory requirements’).

31. - 35. RESERVED.
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CHAPTER 4. MRBR APPROVAL

36. MRBR APPROVAL PROCESS. The ISC Chairperson forwards the proposed MRBR to the manufac-
turer’s representative(s), and may invite the manufacturer to discuss the proposal. The manufacturer must
present the proposed MRBR, as recommended or with revisions, to the FAA for approval as part of the
Instructions for Continued Airworthiness. The manufacturer transmits the proposed MRBR to the MRB Chair-
person for review and for approval and for submittal to AFS-300 for concurrence. Normally, the FAA approval
process occurs within a time frame of no more than 90 days. Approval by other regulatory authorities will
normally occur concurrently with that of the FAA. The manufacturer is responsible for publishing and distribut-
ing initial and revised MRBR’s and any supporting documents.

37. OTHER REGULATORY AUTHORITY APPROVAL OF THE MRBR. There may be a need
to identify national regulatory differences that are not compatible, acceptable, or applicableto al regulatory
authorities. When this condition exists, an appendix to the MRBR may be used to list these differences,
with each being approved by the respective regulatory authority.

38. NON-APPROVAL PROCESS OF THE PROPOSED MRBR OR REVISION. The manufacturer
shall coordinate non-approval of either the MRBR or revision with the MRB Chairperson, so that the ISC
Chairperson may be notified in writing of such action. The non-approval letter shall include the specific
reason(s) for the non-approval, and suggested guidance to make the MRBR proposal or revision approval.

39. MRBR OR REVISION IMPLEMENTATION. Air Carriers of the aircraft type should implement
the MRBR, or revisions thereto, IAW established procedures. For air carriers of similar aircraft, and dependent
on aparticular air carrier’s qualifications and overall maintenance experience, adjustments to initial mainte-
nance program intervals may be approved by the air carrier’s corresponding regulatory authority.

40. - 45. RESERVED.
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CHAPTER 5. MRBR REVISIONS

46. ANNUAL REVIEW. Because the MRBR is intended to be an up-to-date document, the manufacturer,
the ISC Chairperson, and the MRB Chairperson should conduct ajoint review, at least annually, to determine
the need for a revision. Results of these reviews should be documented by the MRB Chairperson for inclusion
in the MRB higtorical file.

a. Proposed Changes. If needed, the manufacturer and the MRB will convene and evaluate any
proposed changes. Proposed changes are submitted with supporting data to the MRB Chairperson. Approval
or non-approval of the proposed changes is to be processed in the same manner as outlined for the initial
MRBR approval/nonapproval.

b. Multiple Approvals. If an MRBR has been approved by more than one regulatory authority,
then proposed changes will be evaluated by those approving authorities (as per |etter of confirmation) before
approval by the FAA. Published revisions to the MRBR shall then be reviewed by the corresponding regulatory
authority for possible changes to an air carrier’s maintenance program.

47. - 55. RESERVED.
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CHAPTER 6. RECOMMENDED MRBR FORMAT AND CONTENT

56. RECOMMENDATIONS. Each MRBR should be entitled “MRB Report,” and at aminimum, should
contain the following, as appropriate:

a. A Revison Log.

b. A List of Effective Pages (including the revision status and corresponding dates).
c. A Title Page (containing the title of the MRBR and the report number, if any).

d. A Table of Contents.

e. An Approva Page (containing the following statements):

(1) “This report outlines the initid minimum scheduled maintenance/inspection requirements to
be used in the development of an approved continuous airworthiness maintenance program for the airframe,
engines, systems, and components of the (aircraft make, model, and series).”

(2) *“The requirements in the report have been developed using Maintenance Steering Group (MSG)-
XX logic from the current MSG revision, or an alternative procedure as agreed upon by FAA, ISC, WG, .
etc.”

(3) “The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) hereby approves that this report be used by U.S.-
certificated air carriers of the (aircraft make, model, and series).”

Signed: Date:
(Titleof approving official)

(Insert page for other regulatory authority approval, if applicable)

f.  AnISC/MRB Personnel Listing (including ISC/MRB personnel, their organizational affiliation, and
the capacity in which they serve).

g. The MRBR Preamble (The following information should be included in the Preamble of each MRBR):

(1) “Thisreport outlines the initial minimum scheduled maintenance/inspection requirements to
be used in the development of an approved continuous airworthiness maintenance program for the airframe,
engines (on-wing engine only), systems, and components of (aircraft make, model, and series). These MRB
requirements are a basis from which each air carrier developsits own continuous airworthiness maintenance
program.”

(2) “The responsible FAA inspector shall ascertain that al of the applicable scheduled maintenance/
inspection requirementsin this report areincluded in the air carrier’ sinitia continuous airworthiness mainte-
nanceprogram.”

h. Acronyms (All acronyms used in the MRBR should be defined. A listing of acronyms that should
be contained in the MRBR are provided in Appendix 2).

i.  Definitions (Definitions of technical terms should be included in the MRBR. The use of industry
accepted definitions, such as those found in ATA MSG documents and World Airlines Technical Operations
Glossary, should be used whenever possible).

j. Applicability (The MRBR must identify the specific aircraft make, model, and series, and the standard
options. New options will be added to the MRBR summary sheets).
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k. Checks and Intervals (All tasks and their frequencies shall be identified in the MRBR. In certain
cases, it may be necessary to establish and include task intervals less than that of an “A” check interval
in the MRBR).

(1) Further guidance may also be provided in the MRBR regarding the means to escalate theinitial
minimum scheduled inspection/maintenance intervalsto alevel higher than that provided asinitia intervals
in the MRBR. This guidance will be unique to the aircraft.

(2) Escalation guidance should take into consideration the content of like checks and their repetitive
intervals. A series or sequence of specified checks must be completed and the results found satisfactory
before escalation of that type of check. Description, type of checks, and their intervals should be included
in this section of the MRBR.

1. Maintenance program rules (The following rules should be contained in the MRBR):

(1) If there is an escalation procedure contained in the MRBR, the following rule applies: The
individual check intervals listed in this report may be escalated following the completion of the required
series or sequence of checks and the satisfactory review of check results and approval by the appropriate
regulatory authority, or IAW the air carrier’s FAA-approved reliability program.

(2) Individua task intervals may be escalated based on satisfactory substantiation by the air carrier,
and review and approval by its appropriate regulatory authority, or IAW the air carrier’s FAA-approved
reliability program.

(3) Service Bulletins may be referenced by number in this report for clarifying the procedural aspects
of this program; however, they shall not be used for escalation purposes.

(4) Taskinterval parameters expressed in the MRBR may be converted to anindividual air carrier’s
desired units, provided this conversion does not result in the air carrier exceeding the initia requirements
of the MRBR.

(5) The use of nondestructive inspection (NDI) methods, such as “X-ray,” “ultrasonic,” “eddy
current,’ > and * ‘radio isotope,’ * which are approved by the manufacturer, can provide an aternative to the
methods prescribed in this report. Each air carrier should notify its regulatory authority of the use of an
acceptable alternative method.

(6) Within this report, the terms “check” and “inspection” are not intended to imply alevel of
skill required to accomplish a task.

(7) Life-limited parts must be retired IAW the limits established in the engine or aircraft Type
Certificate Data Sheets (TCDS) or the Airworthiness Limitations section of the engine or aircraft manufacturer’s
Instructions for Continued Airworthiness.

(8) After the accumulation of industry service experience, the ISC or MRB Chairpersons may request
changes to the requirements of this MRBR.

m. System/powerplant program rules (Thefollowing are recommended contents of the System Program
Rules section of the MRBR):

(1) “MSG-3 (Specify the revision) logic was used to develop an on-wing scheduled maintenance
program. With the exception of life-limited parts, this process does not normally include detailed off-wing
shop maintenance procedures. Off-wing detailed procedures are controlled by individual air carriers and are
derived from the air carrier’s reliability program or are IAW the manufacturer’s Instructions for Continued
Airworthiness which are required by the Regulations.
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(2) Maintenance Significant Items.
(Insert MSI list.)

(3) All MSI’s identified by the manufacturer have been subjected to the MSG-3 analysis. This
process has resulted in the identification of maintenance tasks that are contained in this report. Those MSI’s
for which a task was not generated during the analysis are identified as follows:”

(Insert MSI listing for which no tasks were identified.)

n. Structural program rules (Structural inspection programs (SIP) are developed by the aircraft manufac-
turer to meet the inspection requirements for damage tolerance. The types of damage considered during
program development are environmental deterioration (ED) (corrosion, stress corrosion), accidental, and
fatigue. Some forms of ED are age related; therefore, inspections for this type of deterioration are controlled
by calendar intervals. These calendar inspections, plus the requirements for detecting other types of ED,
and accidental and fatigue damage (FD), are contained in the SIP. The following are recommended contents
of the structural program rules section of the MRBR):

(1) “All aircraft inan air carrier’s or group of air carrier’s fleet shall be subject to the provisions
of thisreport. These requirements include external and internal inspections, structural sampling and age-
exploration programs, corrosion prevention and control programs, and additional supplemental structural
inspections that may be required for fatigue-related items. A reliability program shall not be used to escalate
the inspection interval, or delete the task, on any structural inspection item listed in the Airworthiness Limita
tions section. Initial check intervals for the SIP are expressed in calendar time, flight cycles, or flight hours.
No repeat inspection interval shall be escalated until at least one aircraft in an air carrier’s or group of
ar carrier’s fleet has been inspected within the initialy defined interval listed in the MRBR.

(2) Structura inspection limitations listed in the aircraft manufacturer’ s Airworthiness Limitations
section will be referenced in the MRBR by document number.”

(Insert SSI sheets))

0. Zonal program rules (The Zonal Inspection Program (ZIP) provides consolidation of a number of
genera visual inspection (GVI) tasks for each zone. A zonal inspection may include GV1 tasks derived
from MSI and SSI. An MSI/SSI task that isin the zIP must be cross-referenced, in the supporting documenta-
tion, asazonal item; likewise, the zonal item must be cross referenced as an MSI/SSI task to ensure content
and accountability. The following are recommended contents of the Zonal Program Rules section of the
MRBR:)

(1) “The zIP contains a series of GV tasks. Detailed and specia detailed inspections (DI) are
not to be contained in the ZIP.  Zonal inspection requirements apply only to zones.

(2) Accessto zones should be easily accomplished and should not require the use of special tools.
Normally, the inspection aids to be used are a flashlight and/or inspection mirror. The entire visible contents
of the zone must be inspected for obvious damage, security of installation, and general condition including
corrosion and lesks.

(3) Thefollowing zones do not contain system installations but receive adequate surveillance from
other maintenance or structural inspectionstasks. Accordingly, these zones are not specified in theinspection
requirements presented in the ZIP.”

(Insert listing of the zones not specified in the zIP.)
(Insert zonal inspection sheets.)
p. Appendixes.
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(1) Aircraft zones.

(2) National regulatory differences as mandated by other regulatory authorities. (Each shall be
accepted by the respective authority.)

(3) Acronyms.

(4) Definitions.

(5) Other, as applicable.
57.-65. RESERVED.
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APPENDIX 1. POLICY AND PROCEDURES HANDBOOK (PPH)

This appendix contains guidance to be used by the aircraft manufacturer, the ISC, and MRB Chairpersons
during the development and review of the PPH. The following is an outline which contains items that should
be included in the PPH.

I. Recommended Contents

A.

B.
C.
D

tr

— = m Q0

oCczZzRrw

Introduction (identify MSG Baseline)
Table of Contents
Revision Control

Organizational Outline (including the number and type of WG’s) and Duties and Responsibilities
of Personnel

1. ISC

2. Manufacturer(s)

3. WG Members

4. MRB Members and Advisors

5. Other Regulatory Authority Participants

Technical and Maintenance Development Training for ISC and WG Members and FAA MRB
Advisors)

Program Timetables/Meeting Schedules

Proposed Check Interval Parameters, if any, (for analysis and planning purposes)
Analysis/Procedures to be Utilized (such as MSG-3)

Forms that identify questions, actions, and transfers that may occur during WG activities

Documentation of Meetings and General Administrative Procedures (The PPH should state that
all formal meetings will be documented and that the minutes will be distributed by either the
ISC Chairperson or a designee.)

Acronyms
Definitions
Appendixes

MSG Document
Other, as applicable
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APPENDIX 2. SUGGESTED ACRONYM LISTING FOR THE MRBR

The following is a recommended listing of acronyms which may be contained in the acronym section of
each MRBR.

AC Advisory Circular

AD Accidental Damage

AEG Aircraft Evaluation Group

AEP Age Exploration Program

ATA Air Transport Association of America
CAM Canadian Airworthiness Manual

CMR Certification Maintenance Requirement

DI Detailed Inspection

DTR Damage Tolerance Rating

ED Environmental Deterioration

FAA Federal Aviation Administration

FAR Federal Aviation Regulations

FD Fatigue Damage

FMEA Failure Mode and Effects Analysis

GVI General Visual Inspection

ISC Industry Steering Committee

JAA Joint Aviation Authorities

JAR Joint Airworthiness Requirement

MEA Maintenance Engineering Analysis

MEL Minimum Equipment List

MFG Manufacturer

MMEL Master Minimum Equipment List

MPP Maintenance Program Proposal

MRB Maintenance Review Board

MRBR Maintenance Review Board Report
MRBPB Maintenance Review Board Policy Board
MSC Maintenance Steering Committee

MSG-1 Maintenance Steering Group - 1st Task Force
MSG-2 Maintenance Steering Group - 2nd Task Force
MSG-3 Maintenance Steering Group - 3rd Task Force
MSI Maintenance Significant Item

MTBF Mean Time Between Failure

MTBUR Mean Time Between Unscheduled Removal
NDI Nondestructive Inspection

NDT Nondestructive Test

PPH Policy and Procedures Handbook

SDI Special Detailed Inspection

SID Supplemental Inspection Document

SIP Structural Inspection Program

SSI Structural Significant Item

SSID Supplemental Structural Inspection Document
TBD To Be Determined

WG Working Group

ZIP Zonal Inspection Program
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APPENDIX 3.

SCHEDULED MAINTENANCE TASK DEVELOPMENT

‘ Start of MRBR process

Manufacturer confers with FAA '

Manufactireridentifies ISC 1
members for working group

ISC group prese!

ntsproposal to

aircraft manufacturer

Manufacture

proposal to

I presents

maintenance taskinterval

FM MRB

Acceptable to FAA

Yes

+

MRB Report completed and
signed by FAA

MRBR available from

manufacturer

(=)
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APPENDIX 3a. SCHEDULED MAINTENANCE TASK DEVELOPMENT and
INSTRUCTIONS for CONTINUED AIRWORTHINESS PROCESS

Manufacturer’'s Activities Pm-Type Certificate
MRB approved T
FAA AEG, & Centfication v
FPI— Advisors > Title 14
(Member- ISC e of the
WG) Code of
— Y c Federal
Regulations
ALL Vendors TC Applicant e
(Member ISC WG) 1SC Chairman » (ASC Co-Chairman) AC121.22A r (14CFR)
¢ Parts
! a
ALL Customers '
(Member 1SC WG) i
C
a
. t
B S o e oo oo S & RSN IR A A A N i
0
ACO & AEG Pm-Type Certificate Activities «— n 21
| L
AEG /MRB Chair i
MRB Approved n
ACO ¢
Type Centification P
Board End Result: A
TC Board _’\ : 135
CMR's {AC [ Approved
26 19) Instructions for _V S
25571 Continued
Part 23 & Soction Airworthiness 23
] 25.1529 25
AopondixG& H 27
- Part 27 & Soction “*Certification Regulations Requirements 29
29.1529 31
L Soction 31.82 33
Appeodix A
L_| | Part33 & Section3ss — 35
Appendix A NOTE
Whea constructiag the m”“w""m
Instructions lnt::.ﬁhnd . I Parts Cs
itoms, whea available, are CA; MRB Report ml‘
to be considered: Maint Planning
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